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Executive Summary

The MidRegion Metropolitan Planning OrganizatidRMPO)s

responsible for the transportation planning for the Megion Council of
Government{MRCOGp awat hQa LI I yyAy3d | NBI
AlbuguerqueMetropolitan Planning Arear the AMPAshownon the
adjacent map

Since 2008MRMPO has provided analysef the latest crash data
available through the production of this annual report. The goal of this
report is to provide data and resources that camtribute to the
discussion o$afety for all modes of transportatiors of 204, crash

data up to 201 has been ge@oded by the University of New Mexico for
the New Mexicdepartment of Transportatiofiraffic Safety Bureau
(NMDOTTSB) and used for thisport along with MRCOG traffic volume
data.

Thisreport has been expanded from previous years to include programs
planningand fundingefforts related to transportation safety such as the
MRMPOPToject Prioritization Process, and funding from the Higjhw
Safety Improvement Program (HSIP).

This report alsdighlights safety areas of concern such as alddha
involvement and normotorized crashes in an effort to report and

evaluate the foremost safety issues in the region. These areas of concern
evolved out of data analysiand highlight emerging issues suah

underage drinking andriving.

This report also identifies programs and strategies taking place in the
region such as Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) and sobriety chec
points. Throgh this effort we hope to bring attention to funding projects
and programs that will have the greatest effect on improving safety for all
modes of traffidn the region

Title VI Notice

The MidRegion Council of Governments fully complies with Title YHeof
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related statutes and regulations in all
programs and activities. For more information or to obtain Title VI

Compliant Form, please contact MRCOG Title VI Coordinator at (505) 247

Mid-Region
_ Council of Governments
O ZM%ArﬁtMerIangin:E uKS

Boundaries

D Albuquerque Metropolitan Planning Area (AMPA)

NMDOT District Boundary and Number

= Rural Transportation Planning Organization (RTPO) Boundary*
= |nterstate

US Highway
State Highway
Other Roads

-——— Railroads
Incorporated Municipality
Indian Reservation or Trust Lands
Dept. of Defense
US Forest Service
National Park Service

Valles Caldera Nat. Preserve

;;;;;

1750 (Phone) or (505) 2417753 (Fax) or enilamrcog@mrcoenm.govor
visit our website at www.mrcegm.gov.

Page2 of 30


mailto:mrcog@mrcog-nm.gov

Terms and Definitions:

AlcoholDrug-involved ¢ a crash in which the Uniform Craskeport
indicated 1) a DWI citatiowas issued, 2) alcohdfug was a
contributing factor in the crash, or 3) a driver or pedestrarbicyclist
was suspected of being under the influence of alcfiiral.

vehicles that resulted in death,
personal injury, ortdeast $500 in
property damage

Traffic Craslg an incident on a public
roadway involving one or more motor

AMPA( Albuquerque Metropolitan Planning Area

Classification of Crashesis based orthe first harmful event in the crash, such as colliding with
something or overturning.

Crashg A reported incident on a public roadway involving one or more motor vehicles that resulted in
death, personal injury, or at least $500 in property damage. @sash private property (such as a
parking lot) are not included.

Crash Rate crashes per 100,000 people unless otherwise specified.

Crash Rate at Intersectionscrashes per 1,000,000 vehicles.

Death Rateg traffic fatalities per 100,000 people unlestherwise specified.

Drivers in Crashesthe aash database contains information for up to 3 drivers involved in a crash.
Fatalitiesc seeWilled Q

Fatal Craslt a crash in which at least one individual was killed.

Fatal Crash Ratefatal crashes per 10,000 people unless otherwise specified.

Highest Contributing Factors of Crashederived from a priority order list provided by the Traffic Safety
Bureau. When more than one contributing factor is coded, the one with the lowest number (highest
priority) on the list is used.

Injury Craslt, a crash in which at least one individual was injured. Fatal crashes are not included in this
category.
Injury Crash Rate injury crashes per 100,000 people unless otherwise specified.

Injuries ¢ the number of peoplénjured in a crash, as opposed to the number of crashes in which people
were injured. Counts include people injured but not killed in fatal crashes. Types of injury crashes
include 1) incapacitating) nonincapacitatingand 3) visual injuries.

Killed ¢ the number of people killed in a crash, as opposed to the number of crashes in which people
were killed. The term fatality is synonymous with killed.

NHTSA; National Highway Traffic Safety Administration.

Property Damage; designates a crash that did not involve injuries or fatalities.
Roadway Type is the classification of roads as defined by Traffic Safety Bureau
Serious Injuries; an incapacitating injury.

Teen Driverg; are drivers 15 to 19 years of age.

Vehicle Tye ¢ is classified as motorized and rarotorized.

Crash Data Origins

This report is based on the
crash database created and
provided by the New Mexico
Department of Transportation
¢ Traffic Safety Bureau (NM
TSB) and the University of New
MexicoGeospatial and
Population Studies Traffic
Safety Research Unithe
database is subset of a more
comprehensive and statewide
crash database which includes
only data that has been
addressmatched (geecoded)

in the geographic information
system (GIS) environment.

The crash data is originally
from the Uniform Crash
Reports that argaken by
police officers. These reports
are compiled and processed by
the Transportation Statistic
Bureau of the New Mexico
Department of Transportation
and analyzed wtter contract
by UNMfor statistical and
report generation.

Data has also been accessed
from national sources such as
the Fatality Analysis Reporting
System (FARS) of the National
Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA).
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AMPA CRASH DATA SNAPSHOT
Fatality and Injury Rates

In the United States, crashes take a huge toll on our daily lives including los
of life, diminished access to services, increased congestion, and reduced
quality of life.According to the Center for Disease Control and Prevention

9 Motor vehicle crasheare among the top ten causes of death for
Americans

1 Motor vehicle crashes are the leading cause of death for children,
teens, and young adults (ageeB8 years)

1 Motor vehicle crashes account for approximately $99 billion in
medical and lost work costs anailly

1 In2011, New Mexico ranked ti@tmong the 50 states for motor
vehicle fatalities per 100,000 population

9 Motor vehicle crashes rank third in terms of years of life lost behind
cancer and heart disease

1 Recent decreases in the death rate are a resuftirofjress in
several domains including safer vehicles, safer roadwaays safer
road user behaviors(ich as seat belt and child safety seat legislation
and graduated drivers licensing policies for teenage drjvers

Injury Rates per 100,000 Population
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In the AMPA (2002 to 2011) there wa87 percent drojin fatality rate and
a32percent drop in injury rate. Of the total crashes for this time period, 0.3
percent resulted in fatal crashes, 31 percent resulted in injury crashes, and
the remaining resulted in property damage.

bSg aSiatalit) 2ae af 16.95 per 100,000 people in 2011 is still above
the national average fatality rate of 10.4 per 100,000 people. Conversely,
the AMPA fatality rate is 6.97, yet this rate varies from year to year and
certain types of crashes (e.g., pedestrizashes) and key locations with

high crash rates compared to the nation compel further investigation.
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AMPA CRASH DATA SNAPSHOT

2011 Trends in the AMPA

Transportation planning in the AMPA should promote safe
movement across and within the regidfrom 20072011 there
were 282 fatalities related to a crash. This is an average of 56
fatalities a year. The AMPA has several safety challenges to
address. These include: >

AMPA
Total Crashes 2007-2011
84,449

9 further analyzing major intersections and corridors with _—

high crash rates;
Fatal Crashes: 262 Injury crashes:24,280 Property Damage Only (PDO)
Fatalities: 282 Injuries: 35,921 Crashes: 59,907

1 prioritizing the improvement of roadway safety for
pedestrians and bicyclists; and

9 increasing education and enforcement around drinking
and driving and safe driving habits for young drivers

Addressing these challenges requires a variety of strategies

aimed at, lut not limited to, behavior, design, and enforcement. Crashes
Regional crash statistics for the AMPA include: Year Fatal Injury PDO Total

9 A crash occurred every 27 minutes 2007 47 4.685 12,182 16,914

T A person was killed every 6 days and injured every 64 2008 i 4,277 10,523 14,858
minutes 2009 A0 4 bdb 11,041 16,737

1 Crash levels were most common in the afternoon on 2010 53 5127 12 B8 17 731
weekdaysand more evenly distributed throughout the 2011 £A 564G 13 610 19 209
day on the weekends - - -

9 Fatal crashes were the highest in the late afternoon to Total 262 24,280 33,307 84,449
late evening on the weekdays and early evening to early Average 32 4,856 11,981 16,830
morning on the weekends

 Forty three percent of fatal crashes occurred on the —Dn average about 29% injury rate
weekends

1 Fatal crashes involving ralers were nearly three

times higher than injury crashes involving 1@lers

1 Male drivers were involved in 53 percent of all crashes
and 72 percent of all fatal crashes

1 20-24 year old drivers were involved in crashesre
than any other age group
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AMPA CRASH DATA SNAPSHOT
Highest Contributing Factors

Data about the factors that lead to crashes are vital to
understanding if there are any patterns that stand out in a
particular location.

In most places in the United States, driver inattention is
the highest contributing factor. This is also the case in
New Mexico and the Albuquerque metropolitan area.
Unfortunately, driver inattention sometimes becomes a
catchall factor (texting is often included under driver
inattention); however, data about contributing factors
can still be valuable by looking atet ®f the top
contributing factors.

The highest contributing factors in the region after Driver
Inattention are Failure to Yield, Following Too Close,
Other, Disregard Traffic Control, and Excessive Speed.

For fatal crashes in the AMPA, Alcohol/drugvisivement
accounts for nearly 41 percent of these crashdésen
Driver Inattention, Excessive Speed, Other, Failure to
Yield, and Avoid Pedestrian/Pedestrian Error.

Often, the cause of a crash is behavior related, but it can
also be a combination dfehavior and environment.

Taking a closer look at the location where the number of
crashes is high (or the number of fatal and injury crashes
are high) can provide some insight into why these crashes
may be occurring. Sometimes, it is situational, sucthas
location of a bar, or in other cases it may be design
related, such as a blind spot coming off of a freeway
ramp.

AMPA Highest Contributing Factors in Crashes
2011
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INTERECTION CRASH RATES

Highest Crash Rates

Crash rates provide a more accurate picture (than total crash numbers) of | N€ Intersections with the highest rates for all crashes asageftital and

the most dangerous intersections in the AMPA. The most heavily traveled  INIUTY crashes are primarily concentrated along Coors, Paseo Del Norte,

segments are likely to have the most crashes but may not necessarily have Montgqmery/Montano, and Central. Other notable mentlops for high
the highest crash rates. For exampthe intersection of Montgomery and fatal/Injury crash rates are San Mateo, and Unser. Fatal/Injury crashes result

San Matechas the highestraffic volume andhe 3¢ highestnumber of in a much greater cost timdividuals and society, and are therefore often

crashes. buis rankedi 1™ in crash rate. Crash rates are calculated based on isolated from all crashes to see if there are certain locations with particular
total crashes per million vehicles (per year) approaching the intersection. safety needs. The average intersection fatal and injury crash rate for the

The average intersection crash rate for the AMPA is 1.1056. AMPA is 0.3474.

Top 20 Intersections with Highest Crash Rates Top 20 Intersections with Highest Fatal and Injury Crash Rates
2007-2011 2007-2011

Intersection Crashes Approach Intersection Crashes Approach

Rate Total Volume Rate Total Volume

Paseo Del Norte & Coors Bivd 59091 553 258,941 Paseo Del Norte & Coors Blvd. 1.9045 180 258,341
7 Bar Loop Rd_& Coors Blvd. 50935 199 107,039 7 Bar Loop & Coors Bivd. 1.4845 58 107,039
Central Ave & Coors Bivd. 50766 479 258,508 Mountain Rd. & 3rd St. 1.3837 24 47,520
Paseo Del Norte & Jefferson St. 44117 604 375,094 Central Ave & Coors Bhal. 1.3672 123 258,508
Central Ave & Unser Blvd. 37363 254 186,253 Central Ave & Unser Blvd. 1.2737 87 186,253
Quail Rd. & Coors Blvd. 3 AR50 205 237 147 Mountain Rd. & Pan American West 11622 34 80 150
Ellison Dr. & Coors Blvd. Bypass 33129 410 339,066 Paseo Del Norte & Jefierson St. 1.1467 157 375,04
Jefferson St. & Pan American East 33045 172 142 603 Central Ave. & Atrisco Dr. 1.0365 65 171,811
Ellison Dr. & Golf Course Dr. 32740 178 148,951 40 5. Frontage Rd. & 2nd/3rd St. 0.3853 23 63,356
Montano & Coors Blvd. 3 2565 403 339047 Avenida Cesar Chavez & [-256 W. Ramps 0.9811 53 161,963
Montgomery Blvd. & San Mateo Blvd. 3.1647 443 387,835 Ellison Dr. & Golf Course Dr. 0.9743 53 148,951
Central Ave. & Rio Grande Blvd. 31618 220 190 629 Quail Rd. & Coors Blvd. 0.9473 62 237147
Central Ave. & Atrisco Dr. 3.1573 198 171,811 Central Ave. & 36th St. 0.9237 65 192,735
Paseo Del Morte & Pan American East 3.1262 256 224 351 Ellison Dr. & Coors Blvd. Bypass 0.9131 113 339,066
Montgomery Blvd. & Wyoming Blvd. 31085 436 384 273 Gibson Blvd. & University Blvd. 0.5888 48 147,959
Central Ave. & Tramway Blvd. 31067 g 193 131 Central Ave. & San Mateo Blvd. 0.8811 o6 267 421
Maontano & 4th St 3.0949 249 290 423 Marquette Ave_ & 2nd St. 0.8704 15 47,213
Paseo Del Norte & San Pedro Dr. 3.0685 274 244 639 King Bivd. & Unser Blvd. 0.8648 15 47,519
San Antonio Dr. & Pan American East 3.0152 174 158,104 Jefferson St. & Pan American East 0.8646 45 142,603
Lomas Blvd. & Juan Tabo Blvd. 2 9826 266 244 343 Central Ave. & Rio Grande Blvd. 0.8623 60 190,629
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INTERSECTION CRASH RATES
KAB (Severe) Crashes

This table identifies intersections with the mostvere crash outcomes.
Severecrashes are defined as thoseashes resulting in at least one fatality
(K), one incapacitating injury (A), or one visible, noapactating injury (B)
and are referred to as KAB crash&AB crashes leave out injury crashes
that are nonvisible.

KAB crashes do no account for the volume of traffic entering an
intersection rather KAB is considered a measure of the severity of the
crashes in a location anslimportant for prioritizing improvements.
Corridors that stand out using the KAB analysis include Paseo Del Norte,
Montgomery,Central, Eubank, Juan Talamd CoorsThe intersections of
Paseo Del Norte and Jefferson and Paseo Del Norte and Coanglaeedp
seven for both KAB and fatal/injury crash@her common intersections
between the two analyses a@entral and Coors and Central and San
Mateo.

Top 20 Intersections with Highest KAB crashes

2007-2011

Intersection

Paseo Del Norte & Coors Biwd.
Paseo Del Norte & Jefferson St.
Paseo Del Norte Ramps & 2nd St.
Mountain Rd. & Pan American West
Central Ave. & Eubank Bivd.

Central Awve. & 98th St.

Central Ave & Wyoming Blwd.
Montgomery Blwd. & Juan Tabo Bivd.
Central Ave & San Mateo Bivd.

Sara Rd. & N.M. 528

Central Ave. & Coors Bivd.

Quail Rd. & Coors Blwd.

Central Ave. & Lousiana BIwd.
Central Ave. & Juan Tabo Bivd.

Ining Biwd. & Coors Blwd.

Jefferson St. & Pan American East
Montgomery Blwd. & San Mateo Bivd.
Montgomery Bivd. & Eubank Bivd.
Montgomery Blwvd. & Tramway Blwd.
Candelaria Rd. & Adams

KAB
Crashes

41
34
30
30
26
25
24
23
23
23
22
22
22
20
19
19
19
19
19
19

Page9 of 30



Pagel0of 30



